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City Council convened in Council Chambers for the work session at 7:00 p.m. with Mayor Harbison presiding. 
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Mayor Harbison asked for a motion to dispense with the roll call since everyone was in attendance. 
 
Mr. Steinbrink moved to dispense with the roll call.  Mr. Joffe seconded.  City Council unanimously agreed. 
 
GUESTS AND RESIDENTS 27 
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Mrs. Crittenden, 9869 Forestglen Drive, explained that she had called earlier this week and asked for a copy of 
the audit report of 2006.  She talked to a woman named Evelyn who informed her that she could not give her a 
copy of the audit report because it had not gone to City Council, which ended up not being the story.  She 
further explained that she was then given two other stories, but after she was told the first story, she decided to 
call the Attorney General’s Office.  When she talked to the Attorney General he said that, if this was the case, 
then she was entitled to a copy and that there was no way she had to wait until the City Council approved the 
report.  The Attorney General’s office also stated; that once it is published the draft was public information and 
should be available to the public.  She also explained that she then told him about the trouble they that once 
there was a draft set of minutes; they were not allowed to have a copy until the minutes were approved by the 
City Council.  The Attorney General’s office told her that it was illegal and if City Council had any questions 
about that, they should call the Attorney General’s Office.  She further explained that she knew City Council 
wanted to do what’s right and what’s legal.  Originally they were allowed to have the Planning Commission 
minutes when the minutes were in draft form, however Mr. Donnellon stopped that and they were never allowed 
City Council minutes until the minutes were approved.  She explained that since she had that conversation and 
since that is what the Attorney General’s office said, she knew that City Council will look into it and correct the 
situation and allow them to see the minutes. 
 
Ms. Hilvert noted that if the request is for the report from the 2006 audit, it is her understanding that it has not 
been received by the city. 
 
Mrs. Crittenden stated that was the third story that she heard from Mr. Wayne Davis. 
 
Ms Hilvert indicated that it is the truth and not a story.  She further indicated that Mrs. Crittenden would be 
entitled to the 2006 audit report when it comes in, but it has not been received. 
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Mrs. Crittenden explained that was what she finally heard, but it was the first story that she was told that she 
could not have the report because it had not been approved by City Council, then the second story she was told 
that it was at the printers and the third story she was told was that it had not been completed.  She further 
explained that it was after the first story that she called the Attorney General’s Office and that she gave this 
information to Ms. Hilvert so she would know what prompted her to call the Attorney General’s Office and how 
she got to discussing the minutes.  She also explained that she hoped City Council would correct this situation 
now that they knew about the minutes and they would look into the matter. 
 
Ms. Hilvert asked Mrs. Crittenden for the name of the individual she talked to at the Attorney General’s Office. 
 
Mrs. Crittenden indicated that she talked to the public relations office and they talked to other people, so Ms. 
Hilvert could start with them. 
 
Ms. Hilvert noted that she would like to know the name of the individual that Mrs. Crittenden spoke with, and 
that she had mentioned this matter to Mr. Donnellon and that he asked her to inquire of Mrs. Crittenden for the 
name individual. 
 
Mrs. Crittenden indicated that she would call Ms. Hilvert tomorrow with the information; however she would 
think that Mr. Donnellon would have his own sources because who she talks to and who an elected official talks 
to is probably different. 
 
Ms. Hilvert stated that Mr. Donnellon has asked for the name of the individual with whom she spoke, because 
this will help in speaking to the same individual. 
 
LEGISLATION FOR CONSIDERATION TONIGHT 78 
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Mr. Miller, Acting Law Director, explained that the city submitted the property tax levy resolutions to the 
County Auditor’s Office.  Mr. Nurre the Chief Assistant, contacted Mr. Terry Donnellon asking that the 
resolution be amended to cite the specific statutory Section under Ohio Revised Code section 5705.19 for which 
the levies are submitted.  He further explained that in the past, it was required that the city use the same 
language from the Code Section, but the Auditor’s Office has now asked that the city list not only the specific 
language, but the actual Code section. 
 
Mr. Suer moved to add the following piece of legislation to the agenda for consideration tonight.  Mr. Niehaus 
seconded. 
 
The roll was called and showed the following vote: 
 

AYE: Combs, Joffe, Harbison, Niehaus, Suer, Steinbrink (6) 
NAY:        (0) 
ABSTAIN: Roesch      (1) 

 
Mayor Harbison assigned the legislation to Mr. Combs for reading. 
 
Amended Resolution Declaring the Necessity of Levying a Tax in Excess of the 10-Mill Limitation to .75 
Mills and Requesting the County Auditor to Certify Matters in Connection Therewith 
 
Mr. Combs moved to read the resolution by title only.  Mr. Joffe seconded.  City Council unanimously agreed. 
 
Mr. Combs read the resolution by title only and moved passage.  Mr. Suer seconded. 
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Mr. Combs explained that City Council recently adopted legislation to request the Hamilton County Auditor to 
certify the amount of revenue that could be collected from a .75 millage rates for a potential park levy that could 
be placed on the ballot alongside the initiative petition issue.  As Mr. Miller explained, the city has been advised 
that the Auditor would like to have some additional language that refers to the specific code section of the Ohio 
Revised Code in these certification requests.  Therefore, if adopted, this resolution will amend the previous 
resolution to include the specific code sections. 
 
Ms. Connie Pillich, 9910 Forestglen Drive, stated that she was wondering what other alternatives City Council 
has evaluated besides the tax levy. 
 
Mayor Harbison indicated that City Council is looking at all options.  She further indicated that City Council 
doesn’t want to strip whatever reserves the City has and that is why City Council is looking at putting it before 
the voters. 
 
Mr. Miller explained that in order to put an additional type of tax levy on the ballot that would be in excess of 
the 10-mill limitation, then the first step in that requirement would be to request a certification from the County 
Auditor as to how much that particular millage would raise in the City of Montgomery.  He further explained 
that until the numbers are obtained from the County Auditor, City Council doesn’t know if it desires to put a tax 
levy on the ballot, or how much the levy would raise.  This is the preliminary step of requesting from the County 
Auditor how much would .75, 1.0 and 1.25 mills would raise.  He also explained that City Council can then 
decide if they want to put any of those amounts on the ballot, but before City Council can do anything in terms 
of a tax levy, it is a requirement that the city obtain the certification from the County Auditor. 
 
Mayor Harbison noted that this is as much information gathering as anything else at this point. 
 
Ms. Pillich asked what other things City Council is looking at.  She indicated that she was here for the last two 
or three minutes of the Montgomery Improvement Committee where City Council was talking about targeted 
purchases of real estate in the City of Montgomery.  She further indicated that she didn’t hear much of what City 
Council was talking about, but obviously City Council was looking at a lot of things, but it seemed to her that 
City Council should be exploring, besides raising taxes, the spending priorities in different ways and if so, when 
would City Council be talking about that. 
 
Mayor Harbison explained that City Council does discuss expenditures every year during the budget process.  
She further explained that every city has a Community Improvement Corporation, which discusses ways to 
provide pass throughs and ways to stimulate business growth.  She also explained that what this City Council 
was discussing tonight were some ways that the corporation could provide matching grants to the Historic 
District property owners to help with the cost of natural materials since the costs of these materials are becoming 
increasingly more expensive.  Also discussed were ways to help stimulate interest in beautifying the properties 
along Montgomery Road from Main Street to Schoolhouse Lane.  She also explained that there were other 
options that City Council did not discuss because they were not on the table at this point. 
 
Ms. Pillich asked in what forum City Council would be talking about these different options for levying funds.  
Obviously this has been spurred by the initiative that has been delivered to City Council and she thought that 
City Council was doing this in the event that it does pass.  She stated that she thought that City Council 
automatically started looking into a tax levy, however the initial parkland initiative states that once this is 
passed, then the first step that City Council does is to create and implement a plan.  She further stated that this 
seems to be premature to her, that City Council would be considering raising taxes here in July when we don’t 
know what the story will be until November 8th. 
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Mr. Miller explained that one of the constraints that the city has is if City Council wants to put a levy on the 
ballot, then the proper document has to be to the Board of Elections by August 23rd.  He further explained that 
the city does know how long the Auditor is going to need in order to make these certifications, especially when 
there are you have multiple certifications, and during this time of the year because every other community is 
asking the same question.  He also explained that City Council has to start that process soon enough in order to 
get this resolution passed so that the resolution can presented to the auditor so they can take whatever time they 
need to get that certification back to the city.  Then the City Council has to decide if they want to put something 
on the ballot, then that resolution has to be passed and taken down to the Board of Elections 75 days prior to the 
elections. 
 
Ms. Pillich stated that she understood the requirements, however she didn’t understand why City Council would 
want to rush and put it on the November ballot and why not wait until the primary, which, depending upon the 
State House, could be in January, 2008. 
 
Mr. Combs indicated that it is a fundamental fairness question for every resident in the community.  He further 
indicated that if there is going to be an expectation that the residents are going to have to pay for the park, then 
the residents should know about that at the time they are voting.  He also indicated that the city doesn’t have 
much of an opportunity to evaluate where the city could cut other areas or what the city would cut to make this 
work.  The other thing that City Council doesn’t know is the evaluation that will be established in this primary if 
it goes forward. 
 
Ms. Pillich asked if Mr. Combs was taking about the appraisal. 
 
Mr. Combs indicated that he was talking about the appraised values.  He further indicated that he has seen some 
broad ranges and the cost of litigation has to factor in, because there will be some major litigations. 
 
Ms. Pillich stated that she disagreed and she thought that the city does have a very good idea of what it could 
cost.  She further stated that obviously there was a willing buyer and a willing seller for the Boymel property 
and that should have been in their proposal submitted to the Planning Commission in accordance with the City 
Charter and the City Code of Ordinances.  She also stated that it seems to her that City Council has already 
decided that they are not going to readjust their spending priorities, and that they want to make sure that the 
citizens have a tax levy and this is the only thing that City Council is going to consider at this point. 
 
Mr. Steinbrink explained that without knowing the numbers from the potential of the levy or not knowing the 
numbers to compare to the budget or not knowing the numbers to compare to the potential cost of the properties 
,City Council cannot do any analysis without the information from the County Auditor. 
 
Ms. Pillich asked when City Council will get together to analyze this information.  
 
Mr. Steinbrink indicated that City Council meets every two weeks. 
 
Ms. Pillich asked if this would only be discussed in a City Council meeting. 
 
Mayor Harbison indicated that it will be a City Council meeting or a special meeting of City Council where 
appropriate notice will be provided. 
 
The roll was called and showed the following vote: 
 

AYE: Combs, Joffe, Harbison, Niehaus, Suer, Steinbrink (6) 
NAY:        (0) 
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ABSTAIN: Roesch      (1) 
 

Mr. Combs moved to add the following piece of legislation to the agenda for consideration tonight.  Mr. 
Steinbrink seconded. 
 
The roll was called and showed the following vote: 
 

AYE: Combs, Joffe, Harbison, Niehaus, Suer, Steinbrink (6) 
NAY:        (0) 
ABSTAIN: Roesch      (1) 

 
Amended Resolution Declaring the Necessity of Levying a Tax in Excess of the 10-Mill Limitation to 1.0 
Mills and Requesting the County Auditor to Certify Matters in Connection Therewith 
 
Mr. Combs moved to read the resolution by title only.  Mr. Suer seconded.  City Council unanimously agreed. 
 
Mr. Combs read the resolution by title only and moved passage.  Mr. Niehaus seconded. 
 
Mr. Combs explained that City Council recently adopted legislation to request the Hamilton County Auditor to 
certify the amount of revenue that could be collected from a 1.0 millage rates for a potential park levy that could 
be placed on the ballot alongside the initiative petition issue.  As Mr. Miller, explained the city has been advised 
that the Auditor would like to have some additional language that refers to the specific code section of the Ohio 
Revised Code in these certification requests.  Therefore, if adopted, this resolution will amend the previous 
resolution to include the specific code sections. 
 
Mrs. Bradley, 10113 Woodfern Way, indicated that she thought that she heard Mr. Combs say the he had heard 
a range of appraisal valuations for the properties and she was wondering if he could share the range. 
 
Mr. Combs stated that he would rather not at this point in time, because he doesn’t want the property owners to 
hear any numbers from him without having the benefit of an appraisal. 
 
Mrs. Bradley asked if they would be able or allowed to find out what the Boymel property sold for. 
 
Mr. Miller explained that if the property has been sold, then it is a matter of public record. 
 
Mr. Combs indicated that it is a private contractual matter, but the County Auditor does maintain a record of all 
real estate purchases. 
 
Mr. Suer explained that he thought that all sorts of numbers were flying around at this point in them for low 
numbers to high numbers.  He further explained that the numbers are all over the board and he has no idea what 
the real numbers will turn out to be, but there are all kinds of speculations right now.  He also explained that Mr. 
Combs is correct that City Council cannot sit here at this point in time and publicly speculate on what City 
Council thinks the number will be because City has nothing to base it on.  He indicated that there all kinds of 
rumors flying and that Mrs. Bradley has probably heard them herself. 
 
Mrs. Bradley asked what City Council thought would be the source for determining the final estimate. 
 
Mr. Combs noted that it would be an appraisal. 
 
Mr. Steinbrink indicated that it could even be litigation. 
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Mr. Miller recommended that City Council not have discussions on dollar amounts. 
 
The roll was called and showed the following vote: 
 

AYE: Combs, Joffe, Harbison, Niehaus, Suer, Steinbrink (6) 
NAY:        (0) 
ABSTAIN: Roesch      (1) 
 

 
Mr. Suer moved to add the following piece of legislation to the agenda for consideration tonight.  Mr. Combs 
seconded. 
 
The roll was called and showed the following vote: 
 

AYE: Combs, Joffe, Harbison, Niehaus, Suer, Steinbrink (6) 
NAY:        (0) 
ABSTAIN: Roesch      (1) 

 
Amended Resolution Declaring the Necessity of Levying a Tax in Excess of the 10-Mill Limitation to 1.25 
Mills and Requesting the County Auditor to Certify Matters in Connection Therewith  
 
Mr. Combs moved to read the resolution by title only.  Mr. Joffe seconded.  City Council unanimously agreed. 
 
Mr. Combs read the resolution by title only and moved passage.  Mr. Niehaus seconded. 
 
Mr. Combs explained that City Council recently adopted legislation to request the Hamilton County Auditor to 
certify the amount of revenue that could be collected from a 1.25 millage rates for a potential park levy that 
could be placed on the ballot alongside the initiative petition issue.  As Mr. Miller explained, the city has been 
advised that the Auditor would like to have some additional language that refers to the specific code section of 
the Ohio Revised Code in these certification requests.  Therefore, if adopted, this resolution will amend the 
previous resolution to include the specific code sections. 
 
The roll was called and showed the following vote: 
 

AYE: Combs, Joffe, Harbison, Niehaus, Suer, Steinbrink (6) 
NAY:        (0) 
ABSTAIN: Roesch      (1) 

 
ESTABLISHING AN AGENDA FOR AUGUST 1, 2007 293 

294  
Pending Legislation 295 

296 
297 
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302 

 
An Ordinance Adopting Goals and Policies for a Montgomery Comprehensive Community Plan (3rd 
Reading) 
 
Mr. Steinbrink indicated that he would not in attendance at the next meeting, so he asked that someone else take 
over the third reading. 
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Mr. Steinbrink moved to accept amendments to the comprehensive plan.  Mr. Suer seconded.  City Council 
unanimously agreed. 
 
Mr. Steinbrink explained that the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee of City Council recommended 
that the Environmental section of the plan be expanded and that staff solicit a recommendation from the 
Environmental Commission to supplement this section of the Plan. 
 
Mr. Frank Davis, Community Development Director, explained that he met with both the Environmental 
Commission and later the Chairman of the Commission.  The Commission recommended adding three additional 
goals: one which dealt with encouraging “green building” technology; another which addressed solid waste 
disposal; and the third involving energy consumption.  He further explained that a copy of these revisions was 
provided to the Planning Commission, which approved the modification at their meeting on July 16, 2007. 
 
Mr. Frank Ricci, 10360 Pendery Drive, noted that as far as “green technology”, there are things that the City can 
do right now and there are things that are evident that the city has done, such as at the Cemetery where the parking 
lot is made of perforated brick, which allows the grass to grow through and creates a heat island.  However, at the 
hospital parking, where they have encroached into the setbacks, the city should be talking to them about planting 
trees instead of talking to them about tax deductions or tax abatements. 
 
Mr. Frank Davis indicated that this plan is only a guide for the next ten years and one of the next steps would be 
for the Environmental Commission to perform some research and make recommendations to the Planning 
Commission and City Council. 
 
An Ordinance Establishing Regulations for Street Furniture/Furnishings in the Heritage Overlay District 
(3rd Reading) 
 
New Legislation 329 
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A Resolution Accepting a Bid and Authorizing the City Manager to Enter into a Contract with Don S. Cisle 
Contractor Inc. for the 2007 Remington Road Improvement Project 
 
Mr. Bob Nikula, Public Works Director, explained that he is requesting that City Council adopt a resolution 
accepting a bid and authorizing the City Manager to enter into a contract with Don S. Cisle Contractor Inc. for the 
2007 Remington Road Improvement Project.  He further explained that the funding for these improvements are 
included in the 2007 capital improvement program and through the Hamilton County Engineers Municipal Road 
Fund Grant Program. 
 
A Resolution to Adopt Recommendation of the Montgomery Tax Incentive Review Council with Respect to 
the Compliance of all Tax Increment Financing Districts within the City of Montgomery 
 
Ms. Hilvert explained that it is necessary that City Council adopt a resolution to affirm the report of the 
Montgomery Tax Incentive Review Council regarding the status of all current tax increment financing districts in 
the city in terms of their compliance with all requirements of the agreements that created the district.  She further 
explained that the Ohio Law mandates that City Council approve, reject or remand the decision of local tax 
incentive review councils relative to the compliance of the existing tax increment financing district.  This 
resolution, indicating City Council’s action, is required to be filed with the Ohio Department of Development by 
September 1st of each year. 
 
A Resolution Designating Records Managers for the City of Montgomery 
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Ms. Hilvert explained that staff is requesting that City Council adopt a resolution naming a public records request 
custodian for the City of Montgomery.  She further explained that with the adoption of House Bill 9, the procedure 
for public records disclosure has been changed by the State of Ohio.  The specific records to be disclosed and the 
requirement for prompt disclosure remains the same, but the Bill has enacted procedures requiring the City to more 
specifically identify our records disclosure policy, provide training and specifically outline penalties for violations.  
The most significant changes require training for elected officials or their designee and the designation of a person 
or persons who will have overall responsibility for managing the records requests.  She also explained that this 
resolution will name the Executive Secretary and Administrative Coordinator as the city’s public record request 
custodians. 
 
A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Enter into a Contract with UnitedHealthcare to Provide 
Medical Coverage for Full-Time Employees 
 
Mr. Dan Miller, representing the Employee Health Care Benefits Committee, explained that the Health Care 
Benefits Committee is requesting that City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a contract with 
UnitedHealthcare for health insurance coverage for the City’s full-time employees.  He further explained that 
each year, the city must bid its health insurance coverage. Thirteen proposals were received from five different 
providers with rates varying from a high of a 41% increase from Humana to a proposal from Medical Mutual, a 
company base in the Cleveland, offering a 24% increase over current coverage, and the low quote of a 30% 
decrease from UnitedHealthcare.  The Health Care Benefits Committee evaluated the proposals, which took into 
account benefits levels, coverage and any changes to current benefit levels to achieve cost savings. After 
evaluating the proposal the Health Care Benefits Committee is recommending UnitedHealthcare as the carrier, 
with two plans for employee coverage: a Preferred Provider Organization (PPO) plan and a High Deductible 
Health Plan with a Health Savings Account (HDHP/HSA).  The PPO plan offers a 4% increase over last year’s 
premium, while the HDHP/HSA plan reflects a 7.5% increase. 
 
Ms. Hilvert explained that she could not say enough about the value of this committee.  They have been in place 
now for nine years and the city has been able to reinstituted some health care insurance caps.  This committee 
has worked effectively over the nine years to negotiate rates to save the city money.  She further noted that the 
committee has done a great job of educating the staff on health care, created tier coverage’s under the PPO and 
POS and introduced the staff to HSA coverage.  She also noted that the committee has won several awards for 
the work they’ve done and the rates of increase have been half of other communities. 
 
Mr. Combs noted that the thing he has found most impressive is the fact the staff has been able to do this much 
with a small group and maintain this much flexibility. 
 
Mr. Steinbrink indicated that if you put it to numbers, the committee was able to obtain a $19,000 annual 
increase in premium instead of the $149,000 increase from Anthem, which represents a $121,000 saving to the 
city. 
 
A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Enter into a Contract with Dental Care Plus to Provide 
Dental Coverage for Full-Time Employees 
 
Ms. Becki Wellbrock, representing the Employee Health Care Benefits Committee, explained that the Heath 
Care Benefits Committee is requesting that City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a contract with 
Dental Care Plus for dental insurance coverage for the city’s full-time employees.  She further explained that 
each year, the city must bid its dental insurance coverage.  The city received a quote from the current carrier, 
Dental Care Plus, showing a 3% renewal rate increase and no reduction in services over the current coverage.  
Based on the City’s past experience with Dental Care Plus and the reasonable renewal rates, the committee 
elected not to solicit additional quotes from other carriers for dental coverage.    She also explained that the 
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committee agreed to recommend continuing to cover vision care for those employees who select the Preferred 
Provider Organization (PPO) option through a self-insured program with coverage per employee not to exceed 
$405.48 for vision care for the policy year. 
 
A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Enter into a Contract with Lincoln Financial Group to 
Provide Life Insurance Coverage for Full-Time Employees 
 
Mr. Patrick Morgan, representing the Employee Health Care Benefits Committee, explained that Employee Health 
Care Benefits Committee is requesting that City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a contract with 
Lincoln Financial Group for life insurance coverage for the City’s full-time employees.  He further explained that 
Committee is recommending that the City continue with our current carrier Lincoln Financial Group, previously 
known as Jefferson Pilot Financial, at the current rates.   
 
An Ordinance Amending Section 34.05 of the Code of Ordinances Establishing Employee Benefits and 
Declaring an Emergency 
 
Mr. Wayne Davis explained that the City management staff has conducted wage and benefit discussions with all 
non-contract employees and also reviewed all employee benefits for possible revision.  He further explained that 
the recommended changes to the employee benefits ordinance would include a 6% adjustment to medical 
insurance “caps” in 2007, 2008, and 2009 and a 3% adjustment to dental/optical insurance “caps” for 2007, 2008 
and 2009; incentives from the city over the next three years to encourage employee to move to the High Deductible 
Health plan/Health Savings Account (HDHP/HSA) plans; elimination of the sick leave incentive bonus program, 
as well as a $100 increase in the wellness program benefit available to employees; a bonus program to reward 
exempt employees for considerable extra work time spent over and above their expected work hours, and lastly the 
proposed ordinance has some housekeeping language changes as a result of the recent labor negotiations. 
 
Ms. Hilvert explained that the administration is requesting that City Council consider rule suspension on this 
ordinance.  She further explained that the reason for this request was because of the health insurance caps and 
the fact that the health insurance does take affect on September 1st.  She also explained that the other benefit 
adjustments will not take affect until the beginning of 2008.  She noted that she was aware of an editorial that 
appeared in the local paper about her requesting that City Council adopt the employee wage ordinance with rule 
suspension, however she very rarely asks City Council to do these things.  She further noted that she will always 
ask that the benefits ordinance be passed with rule suspension because the city does not get the health insurance 
information until basically two weeks prior to the ordinance appearing on the City Council’s agenda for 
consideration, so it is impossible for City Council to go through the three reading process on this matter and to 
allow enough time to put these benefits in place by September 1st.  She also noted that the wage ordinance was 
requested with rule suspension because the administration was holding the wage discussions in the hope that 
they would be finished with the FOP.  The July 1st date is the date on which all employees, with the exception of 
the fire department, get their annual adjustment and it has been that way for a long time and it will continue to 
be that way according to the labor contracts.  She further explained that it was the hope to try and keep the 
employees the same in terms of wages and benefits; however, the FOP has not been able to reach an agreement. 
 
Mr. Suer stated that the City Council very rarely uses rule suspension and the record will show that and in this 
particular case he agrees with Ms. Hilvert’s explanation.  He further stated that he thinks that as far as the 
editorial the missing information there was the fact that the City has specific deadlines that have to be met with 
labor contracts. 
 
Mr. Combs indicated that it would be one thing if this City Council was operating like Congress, that you 
receive the budget two days before you are to read and pass a 4,000 page document.  He further indicated that in 
this case City Council had the information well in advance and had the opportunity to go through it and ask the 
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questions that need to be asked and it was an informed decision.  He also indicated that this is the critical 
component in his mind to make the right decision. 
 
ADMINISTRATION REPORT 456 

457 
458 
459 
460 
461 
462 
463 
464 
465 
466 
467 
468 
469 
470 
471 
472 
473 
474 
475 
476 
477 
478 
479 
480 
481 
482 
483 

 
Ms. Hilvert reported on the following items: 
 

• A huge thanks to all Council members, staff and volunteers for a great July 3rd, July 4th and Bastille 
Day.  These event culminated a series of high profile activities on which everyone has worked very hard 
over the last few months, including Homearama.  All the events were very well attended and our city 
was represented very well at each of them. 

 
• The city has received a report from the traffic consultant regarding the U-turns on Montgomery Road 

being a safety hazard.  Staff is preparing more information on this issue for review by the Law and 
Safety Committee and Public Works Committee of City Council.  Staff would like to schedule a joint 
meeting of the committees in September. 

 
Ms. Hilvert reminded City Council that they needed to add a resolution authorizing a grant of funds to the 
Montgomery Community Improvement Corporation. 
 
The following resolution was added to the August 1, 2007 business session agenda for consideration that night. 
 
A Resolution Authorizing a Grant to the Montgomery Community Improvement Corporation 
 
Ms. Hilvert explained that Susan Hamm had hand delivered the initiative petitions to the Hamilton County 
Auditor’s Office on Monday for the verification of signatures.  The petitions contained 854 signatures with 754 
determined to be valid; the necessary amount of signatures based upon the last municipal election was 352.  She 
further explained that the next steps in the process would be to appoint a committee, schedule a public hearing, 
and vote if the matter should be referred to the November ballot.  She also explained that August 23, 2007 is the 
final date for placing items on the November ballot. 
 
MAYOR’S COURT REPORT 484 

485 
486 
487 
488 
489 
490 

 
Mrs. Harbison reported that the total Mayor’s Court collections for the month of June, 2007 were $20,804.00. 
 
Mr. Steinbrink moved to accept the Mayor’s Court collections for the month of June, 2007.  Mr. Combs 
seconded.  City Council unanimously accepted the collections. 
 
CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS REPORTS 491 

492 
493 
494 
495 
496 
497 
498 
499 
500 
501 

 
Mr. Suer explained that the city had received an email from the wife of a FBI agent that was killed in the 
airplane that crashed into the Sheppard Bookstore 25 years ago.  She was asking if the city planned on having a 
25 year commemoration ceremony.  He further explained that the Government Affairs Committee of City 
Council did discuss this matter and have asked the Police Chief to contact the local FBI agency and see if they 
could like to assist in planning a ceremony. 
 
Mr. Niehaus explained that the Public Works Committee of City Council met and discussed installation of a 
traffic signal at the Bethesda North Emergency Entrance.  He further explained that Mr. Nikula is obtaining 
further information on this matter from the Ohio Department of Transportation and Bethesda North Hospitial 
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and will be providing the committee with an analysis in the near future. 
 
Ms. Roesch indicated that the Beautification and Tree Commission are working on the beautification awards. 
She further indicated that the Parks and Recreation Commission reviewed the consultant’s recommendations on 
the 10 year comprehensive plan.  She also indicated that the Parks and Recreation Commission will be holding 
two public meeting to review these recommendations on August 27th and August 29th at 6:30 p.m. at City Hall. 
 
Mayor Harbison noted that she would be attending the Bastille Day Committee wrap-up meeting. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 511 

512 
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Mayor Harbison indicated that City Council needed to appoint a committee to review the initiative petitions.  
She further indicated that the last time an initiative petition was received, City Council did appoint all member 
of City Council as a whole to be the review committee.  She asked if anyone had any objections and asked for a 
motion. 
 
Mr. Steinbrink moved to appoint City Council as a whole as the committee as.  Mr. Niehaus seconded. 
 
The roll was called and showed the following vote: 
 

AYE: Combs, Joffe, Harbison, Niehaus, Roesch, Suer, Steinbrink (7) 
NAY:         (0) 
ABSTAIN:         (0) 

 
Mayor Harbison indicated that a date and time needed to be established for the public hearing on the initiative 
petition. 
 
Mr. Combs moved to establish the date and time on the public hearing on the initiative petition for August 8, 
2007 at 6:30 p.m. at City Hall.  Mr. Suer seconded. 
 
The roll was called and showed the following vote: 
 

AYE: Combs, Joffe, Harbison, Niehaus, Roesch, Suer, Steinbrink (7) 
NAY:         (0) 
ABSTAIN:         (0) 

 
Ms. Hilvert explained that the third item in this matter concerned City Council elect to put the petition on the 
November ballot or should City Council electing to put the park levy issue on the ballot.  City Council will have 
to schedule a special meeting to consider that legislation.  She further explained that City Council could either 
do that after the public hearing on August 8th or they could schedule another date or schedule legislation for 
consideration on August 22nd, which will give the staff the next day to deliver the legislation to the Board of 
Elections. 
 
Mayor Harbison asked if the information on the tax levies would be back by August 8th. 
 
Mr. Miller indicated that the County Auditor typically takes about 10 days. 
 
Ms. Hilvert noted that the staff anticipates having the information back by the first of next week.  She further 
noted that the Auditor is aware of the request and that City Council just had to add the additional language 
before the Auditor could return the information to the city.  She also noted that the benefit of waiting until 
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August 22nd would be that it would allow City Council time to review the information received at the public 
hearing and request any additional information that would needed.  It does however wait until the last minute to 
do the filing with the Board of Elections. 
 
Mr. Steinbrink indicated that he would like the two weeks to analyse the information and have the option to 
pursue other research needs or anything else that may result from the public hearing. 
 
Mayor Harbison asked if there needed to be a motion tonight on this matter. 
 
Ms. Hilvert indicated that City Council would need to make a motion to add the legislation to the August 22nd 
agenda if the City Council is going to put anything on the November ballot. 
 
Mayor Harbison asked if there was any other business to discuss in public session. 
 
Mr. Steinbrink asked if City Council had any thoughts about City Council contacting that list of owners to see if 
they would be interested in donating the land in light of the petition. 
 
City Council agreed that it was worth a letter. 
 
Mr. Suer indicated that it might be good to have that on hand as some kind of response from the owners, if we 
get a response.  He further indicated that if City Council could demonstrate that they made an effort to get a 
response from the owners on that particular question, it would be a good idea. 
 
Ms. Hilvert indicated that the initiative petition does cite that a one of the acquisition alternatives is the donation 
of the land. 
 
Mayor Harbison asked if there was any other business to discuss in public session.  There being none, she asked 
for a motion to adjourn. 
 
Mr. Steinbrink moved to adjourn.  Mr. Suer seconded. 
 
City Council unanimously agreed. 
 
City Council adjourned at 9:37 p.m. 
 
 
 
              589 

590          Clerk of Council 


